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October 17. 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Commuhications Commnission
445 12th Street. HU

Wazshington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am wvriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag" technology for digital television As a consumer and eitizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more mnoney for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Ryvan Ware

17848 SW Brvan Way
Beaverton, OR 97007
Usi
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commussioner Michael J, Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commuissioner Copps,

As a consuiner of broadcast television, electronics, and computer produets, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email elip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Mohammed Samyji

1 Microsoft Way, redmond, wa.
Redmond, WA 98052
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1f switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modity, create, and
participate. I canrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexable, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Kevin Cox

42991 Golf View Drive
Chantilly, VA 20152
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October 17, 2003

Commissiaoner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Mashington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumner and caitizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
wltimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessar:ly reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DTV-capable receivers and other squipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely,

Thomas Sanderson

403 Caventry Lane

East Greemnbush, NY 12061
USA
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Comnussioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Comrmussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device 1n my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate I canrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie, send an email clip of my child's foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[t the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Geoflrey Meissner

4321 Collins Court, #1
Mountain View, CA 94040
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Saturday, Octaber 18 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relles on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rocom
for yet anocther device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very cencerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture i1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
eguipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Chris Ramseyer

4371 Atlanta Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46241
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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and ¢computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag * | am gravely concemed that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resofution displays, and finding raom
for yet another device in my living room Please do not atlow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In additien, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small plece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an emaill clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record 2 TV program onto a DVD and play 1t at my fnend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does nct make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digrtal equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promate the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Larry D Carl

2510 Carrnage Creek Court
Midlothian, VA 23112
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wtiting to voice my oppotition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A tobust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-teception equipment will enable the stdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will reqult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sctually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mendate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your ime

Sincerely,

Richard Coleman
44 Jefferson St
Bangor, ME 04401
Usa
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Oectober 17, 2003

Comrmssioner Michzel . Copps
Federal Commumecatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am woting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and atizen, I fesl strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abality to imnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly zeflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged moze money for infenor
functonahty.

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 11 DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my aghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telemision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael McDonald

307 Buena Vista
Albuquerque, NM 87106
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NUW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption aof DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat newv products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily rxeflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functiomality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for vour time

Sincerely.

Joshua Price
28345 Suburban Dr
Varren. MI 48088
Isa
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Cctober 17, 2003

Commiseioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I fesl strongly that such a policy would ba bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robuet, competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted in menufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aquipment will engble the smdios to tell teshnatogists what new products they can
create This will result in produncts that don't necessarily reflect what consmmers like me actually want, and it could rewult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that lirmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadoast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

jeff benoit

310 8 hamel rd

Loe Angeles, CA 50048
UsAa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, WY

Washingten. D C 20554

Dear Michael Caopps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

& robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veta features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast f{lag technology for digital television Thank yvou for your time

Sincerely.

Peter Willis

2698 Center Court Drive
Weston, FL 33332

USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michae!l J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B C 20554

Dear Michaei Copps,

| am writing to volee my oppoattion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnology for dightal television As a
consumer and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted th manufacturers' abilty to Innovate for thelir
customers Allowing movie studics to veto features af DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers itke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mora maonay for [nferior functionatity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | wlili not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joseph Hall

1501 Pink Cherakee Court
Apex, NC 27502

UsA
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October 17, 2003

Commigsionier Michael ] Coppes
Federal Communications Commission
445 L 2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conmmer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conmumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Arian Kulp

705 7th Ave
Coralville, 1A 52241
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to velee my apposttion te any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technalogy for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | fael strongly thet such = polley would be bad for Innovation, consumar rights, and the Uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market tor consumer esiectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abiiity to Innovate for thelr
customera Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly raflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and it coutd result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capabla receivers
and other equipment | wlill not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hallywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Adam Debus

5001 College St SE, Apt C201
Lacey, WA 98503

USA
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Cormrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer

nights, and the ulnmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This wall zesult 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and st could result in me being charged more money for mnfenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1ssues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment 11 DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mark McCormuck

2008 Judah St

San Franasco, CA 94122
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael |, Copps
Federal Communicahons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnhing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
telemsion. As a developer of HDTV technology, a consumer and anzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would
be bad for innovation, consumer nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

I work at 2 company that makes HDTV chups, so [ see HDTV technology around me all day. I've even written
code that imnplements HDTV copy protection (DTCP), I have access to all the speafications and techrucal details
of what will be mandated and [ can see that it wall only hurt the consumer. We need more openness m ths
macketplace. Everyone 15 already paranoid to try new things because "Hollywood' mught crack down on them. I
am worned about the future of my company 1f this broadcast flag 15 mandated. If there 1s no need to mnnovate
then we may a5 well just wait for some offshose company to stact cheaply mass producing our TV chips--we only
stay on top of the curve by mnovatng, and if that 15 taken away then we are already dead. I feel that HDTV
adoption 1s already on shaky ground and any more obstacles will severely hust the macketplace.

The broadcast flag1s 15 going to tuen our TVs into glonfied movie theaters, where we will not be able to record
anything for later viewing and even then we mught have to pay just to watch a TV show tunce. I know this
because companies have already asked us about making our products capable of this kund of madness. I do
everything 1n my power to squelch requests like these, but if the FCC sats the precedent by mandating thus
broadeast flag 1t wall be impossible. Innovatons such as Tivo will have such massive restnctions placed on them

that they wall have barely any value.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromcs must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ abhity to 1nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can ereate, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could zesult in me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty,

Lf the FCC 1s5ues 2 broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less hkely to make an investmnent in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay moze for devices that lumt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for diptal telewision. Thanik you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dawnd Caldwell

10421 Lampson Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92840
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing ta vaice my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for diglhtal television As a
consumer and cltizen, | fee| strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar electronics must be rocted [h manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more monay for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recaivers
and other equipment | wlill not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do net mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal televislon. Thank you far your time

Sincerely,

Rodrey Mach

9805 Harbour Cove
Ypsllantl, Ml 48197
USA
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michge! Copps,

L am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandatad adoptien of "broadeast flag" technology Tor dighal television Asa

consumer and citizen, | fael strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlill enable the studios to tell technolog lats
what new products they can create This will resuit In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |kely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recaivers
and other equipment | will hot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahast of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ben Ceschl
33Inyo Clrele
Novato, CA 94847
Usa
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wotng to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettrtve market for consumer electromces must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ablity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This wnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and i1t could result in me being charged mote money for infenor
functonalty.

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ectually be less hkely to make an investment 10 DT V-capable
recetvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that et my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Kad J, Smath

12525 SW Foothill Dt
Portland, OR 97225
USA
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Cetober 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am waotng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnology for digytal
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly thar such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ulbmate adopton of DTV.

A robust, compettive rmarket for consumer electromucs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment wll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged moze money for infenor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an mvestment sn DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lunit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your time.

Sincezely,

pateick grolemund

34 Laura Dave

Sandy Lake, PA 16145
USA




Page t of 1 110006 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099

October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated edoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As 2 conumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics muet be rooted in manufacturens' ability to inovate for their customers Allowing
niovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necemarily raflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcest flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivars and other
equipment [ will not pey more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Matt Simpson

4116 Lenox Park Circle
Atlanta, (BA 30319
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commilasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D & 20554

Dear Mlchael Copps,

! am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly thet such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for conaumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functisnallty

If the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investmeant In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [imht my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pisase do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Sean Loulsin

51 Woodmark Run
Gahanna, OH 43230
usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, © & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bed for innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rosted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC lesues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an lnvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag techhology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Richard Soderberg
353 Blackstone St
Springtleld, OR 97477
Usa
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Qctober 17, 2003

Cornmlssionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digits! television Asa
consumer and cttizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, econsumer rights, and the ultimeate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted in manutacturers' ablliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV=reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techneloglsts
what new products they can create This wiil result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferler functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will nat pay more for devicas that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Slneerely,

Jesge Welnsteln

1851 & Stearns Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90035
usa




